REVOLTED AMERICA
that the King must receive it on his throne. But George was not
to be browbeaten by such insolence.
I am ever ready [he said] to receive addresses and petitions, but I
am the judge where.
An unseemly controversy ensued: but it came to nothing in
the end, although the Opposition strained every nerve to use
the King's behaviour as a means of discrediting him in the eyes
of his subjects.
In the meantime the Rubicon had been crossed on the other
side of the Atlantic. Learning that the colonists had military
stores deposited at Concord, Gage, who was now Commander-
in-Chief in North America, decided to seize them. Early in the
morning of April ipth his men came into conflict with the
colonial militia at Lexington, and had the worst of the encounter.
Two months later a British force succeeded only with the greatest
difficulty and with considerable loss of life in driving American
militiamen from their positions on Bunker's Hill.
It was inevitable, therefore, that the situation in America
should engage the attention of Parliament when it reassembled
on October 26th, 1775. But what angered the Opposition most
was the news that foreign mercenaries were to be engaged for
service in North America and to relieve the garrisons at Minorca
and Gibraltar. In both Houses the Government's decision was
roundly condemned; and the King and the Ministers were
charged with behaving in a way which was * un-English/
Criticism was levelled against the Government, too, because a
Petition from the Colonial Congress—which Opposition speakers
argued provided definite ground for conciliation—had been
unanswered. In November Burke again pleaded for concili-
ation, and brought in a Bill to achieve this end. His scheme
in effect amounted to this: the repeal of all Acts passed since
1763. Pownall opposed it on the ground that it did not
go far enough.
They [the colonists] complain of the admiralty jurisdiction: now
that is as old as the act of navigation, by which ships navigated
contrary to law were to be seized, and might be brought to the
court of admiralty in England, on the express principle that there
should be no party juries.
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